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It was with a mixture of sadness and disappointment that, at the last time my subscription to the RSM became due, I was informed that, if I wished to continue to receive the paper copy of the JRSM, I should have to pay an additional fee of £12 a year. I would not deny that the JRSM is well worth £12 a year but that is not the point. The reason given for the change in policy was that most Fellows now read the JRSM online. How many opinions were sought was not revealed, and I believe the claim to be questionable. Moreover, I suspect that those who took this unfortunate decision gave no thought to those who are retired. We do not have computers, paper, ink, cartridges and everything else provided by the employer. Perhaps more importantly, the retired probably prefer to do their reading away from the screen-in an armchair, in bed, in the bath, and particularly when travelling. These options are not available if one is confined to an online version.
Several organizations will have considered substituting the web for a paper version of their journal. The RSM is the only one of which I know that has adopted the policy. As a member of the BMA, the Royal College of Anaesthetists and the Association of Anaesthetists, I receive a paper version of their journal(s) as part of my subscription as well as a paper version for three overseas specialist organizations. In every case these journals are available on the web but the cost of a paper version continues to be included in the relevant annual subscription. And this is only within my specialty.
Having been a member of the RSM for nearly 50 years and having been retired since 1995, I resent being asked for additional money for something that I have always had as part of my RSM subscription. Furthermore, I resent having this charge imposed on me with no warning other than the annual subscription renewal form. Is the RSM so short of money that it needs to make this penny-pinching economy? If so, let it be honest and explain why an increase in the subscription rate is not preferable. As a matter of principle, I have declined to pay extra for the JRSM and thus miss out on one of the best medical journals available.
John Zorab
Bristol, UK E-mail:JZorab@compuserve.com For those who can seldom use the handsome metropolitan facilities of the RSM and have no need for its IT facilities a particular benefit of membership is the JRSM, with its excellent and wide-ranging review of the medical scene. To impose a surcharge on Fellows who prefer (and possibly need) the convenience of the printed page, rather than the online version, is not just damaging to the Society's known reputation for inclusivity but also a disrecommendation to further recruitment. Council should reconsider this misguided attempt to appease the auditors.
H M C Corfield
Crewkerne, UK Honorary Editor's reply It was with deep misgivings that the RSM's Honorary Officers recommended to Council a package of savings that included putting a surcharge on the paper version of the JRSM. In addition we have reduced the printing costs of RSM News. We sincerely hope that this will not reduce the influence of the JRSM, but it was thought that this would do less damage to the Society than a further hike in the Fellowship subscription. Several other thrift measures are being taken to ease our financial position to pay for the new facilities at No. 1 Wimpole Street which will enable us to compete and retain members in the highly competitive world of the learned societies, colleges and trusts' educational programmes. I can assure Dr Zorab and Dr Corfield that the Honorary Officers will review any effects of these measures, the response of the members, and be flexible in the future.
